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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION 

Three  criminal  justice  data  bases  were  examined  for  relationships 
between  important  variables.  All  of  the  data  bases  consisted  of 
persons  sentenced  from  jurisdictions  in  Montana.  The  prison  data 
base  consisted  of  4279  persons  who  were  admitted  to  the  Montana 
Penitentiary  system  from  1984-91.  The  parole  data  base  contained 
1975  persons  paroled  from  1986-1991.  The  probation  data  base 
consisted  of  8353  persons  who  were  placed  on  probation  between 
1986-1991. 

BASIC  FINDINGS  OF  THE  STUDY 

1.  The  number  of  persons  admitted  to  the  penitentiary,  placed  on 
parole  and  placed  on  probation  has  been  increasing  over  time.  The 
number  of  penitentiary  admissions  increased  by  40.0%  between  1984 
and  1991.  The  number  of  parolees  increased  by  90.9%  between  1986 
and  1991,  and  those  placed  on  probation  increased  37.8%  (1183  in 
1986  to  1630  in  1991) . 

2 .  The  proportion  of  persons  by  marital  status  categories  was 
fairly  constant  among  prisoners,  parolees,  and  those  placed  on 
probation.  There  was  found  to  be  a  relatively  small  number  of 
married  persons  (average  of  about  31%  for  the  three  offender 
categories) ,  and  a  correspondingly  high  number  of  single  persons. 

3.  The  proportion  of  persons  by  race/ethnicity  categories  remained 
quite  constant  among  the  various  categories  of  offenders.  The 
percent  of  Native  Americans  was  found  to  be  higher  in  each  of  the 
offender  groups  (prison:  15.4%;  parole:  13.9%;  probation:  13.4%) 
than  it  is  in  the  population  in  general  (4.8%  of  the  population  in 
Montana  age  18  and  over  is  Native  American) . 

4.  Males  are  much  more  numerous  than  females  in  all  of  the 
offender  categories.  There  was  a  higher  proportion  (93.1%)  of  male 
prisoners  in  the  penitentiary  category  than  in  the  other  categories 
(parole:  90.4%,  probation:  83.1%).  Females  had  a  higher  proportion 
on  probation  (16.4%  of  the  total)  than  was  found  in  the  other 
categories  (parole:  9.3%,  prisoners:  6.8%). 

5.  Net  sentence  in  years  by  fiscal  year  for  all  crimes  committed 
was  not  statistically  significantly  different  (p  =  .19) ,  indicating 
that  the  average  net  sentence  has  been  relatively  constant  from 
1984-1991.  The  overall  mean  sentence  was  12.1  years.  Average 
sentences  ranged  from  10.8  in  1991  to  14.2  in  1988. 


6.  Net  sentence  for  common  crimes  by  fiscal  year  was  not  found  to 
be  statistically  significantly  different  (p  =  .24),  indicating 
relatively  uniform  sentencing  in  net  years  over  time.  The  common 
crimes  classification  was  defined  as  persons  who  were  convicted  of 
one  or  more  of  the  "Big  Three"  crimes  (violent,  property,  or  drug 
crimes) .  The  overall  average  sentence  during  1984-91  was  11.97  net 
years . 

7.  Net  sentence  for  violent  crimes  by  fiscal  year  was  not 
statistically  significantly  different  (p  =  .48).  The  average  net 
sentence  for  Violent  Crimes  was  18.29  years  with  values  ranging 
year  from  15.0  to  20.2  net  years. 

8.  Net  sentence  for  property  crimes  by  year  was  not  statistically 
significantly  different  (p  =  .29).  The  average  sentence  was  7.47 
years  with  values  fluctuating  over  time  from  6.8  to  8.1  net  years. 

9.  Net  sentence  for  drug  crimes  by  year  was  not  statistically 
significantly  different  (p  =  .65),  indicating  relative  consistency 
in  years  sentenced  over  time.  The  overall  average  length  of  net 
sentence  was  lower  for  drug  crimes  (6.1)  than  it  was  for  the  other 
crime  categories.  Net  sentence  values  were  quite  constant  over 
time,  ranging  from  5.1  to  7.7  years. 

10.  Age  at  admission  (r  =  .05),  sex  (r  =  .05)  and  total 
convictions  (r  =  .13)  were  variables  which  were  found  to  be 
significantly  correlated  with  net  sentence,  although  the 
correlation  coefficients  in  each  case  were  quite  low.  Admission 
age  and  total  convictions  (and  sex  where  appropriate)  were  used  as 
control  variables  when  all  analyses  (analysis  of  covariance) 
comparing  means  were  conducted. 

11.  Females  were  found  to  have  overall  lower  (8.1  years)  net 
sentences  values  than  were  males  (12.3  years),  considering  all 
crimes  (p  =  .002)  . 

12.  There  was  a  significant  difference  in  mean  sentence  values  by 
marital  status  (p  =  .001).  Divorced  persons  had  longer  net 
sentences  than  single  or  married  persons,  and  widowed  prisoners  had 
longer  net  sentences  than  all  of  the  other  groups.  The  small 
number  of  cases  for  widowed  person  makes  the  results  tentative. 

13.  For  all  crimes.  Blacks  (mean  =  18.1  years)  and  Native 
Americans/Others  (Native  Americans  with  mixed  blood)  with  mean  net 
sentence  values  of  17.5  years  were  found  to  have  significantly 
higher  mean  values  than  Native  Americans  (mean  =  10.7). 

14.  After  grouping  the  prisoners  into  3  categories  of  race  (Whites, 
Native  Americans,  and  All  Others) ,  there  was  not  a  statistically 
different  in  the  overall  means.  In  terms  of  absolute  net  sentence 
values.  Native  Americans  had  the  lowest  (10.7)  followed  by  Whites 
(12.1)  and  All  Others  (14.4). 


15.  There  was  no  significant  difference  found  in  mean  net  sentence 
values  (p  =  .12)  when  Whites  (12.1  years)  were  compared  with  Native 
Americans  (10.7  years)  for  all  crimes. 

16.  In  considering  net  sentences  by  sex  and  fiscal  year  for  all 
crimes,  females  were  found  to  have  significantly  shorter  sentences 
than  males  (p  =  .014).  These  differences  were  evident  for  each 
year  1984-1991.  The  differences  between  males  and  females  were 
found  be  quite  consistent  over  time  (1984-1991) .  The  overall  means 
were  not  different  by  fiscal  year  (p  =  .155). 

17.  In  regards  to  net  sentence  by  sex  and  fiscal  year  for  common 
crimes,  females  were  found  to  have  significantly  shorter  sentences 
than  males  (p  =  .006).  Net  sentence  length  was  not  significantly 
related  to  fiscal  year  (p  =  .161),  indicating  relative  consistency 
in  net  sentence  years  after  controlling  for  sex,  number  of 
conviction  and  age. 

18.  For  violent  crimes,  there  were  no  significant  differences  by 
sex  or  fiscal  year  in  mean  net  sentence  years  (p  =  .897). 

19.  For  property  crimes,  the  overall  model  was  not  significant 

(p  =  .195);  therefore  individual  effects  (sex  and  fiscal  year) 
could  not  be  considered  in  any  analyses. 

20.  For  drug  crimes  there  were  no  significant  differences  by  sex  or 
fiscal  year  (p  =  .797). 

21.  Sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  total  net  sentence  for 
all  crimes  (p  =  .001)  for  all  categories  of  race.  Females  had 
shorter  sentences  than  males  (p  =  .01).  Black  and  Native 
American/Others  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  the  other 
groups.  Removing  the  "Other"  category  from  the  analysis  had  little 
effect  on  the  results. 

22.  Sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  total  net  sentence  for 
all  crimes  (p  =  .001)  when  three  classifications  of  race  (White, 
Native  Americans,  and  All  Others)  were  used.  Females  had  shorter 
sentences  than  males  (p  =  .008).  For  males,  the  All  Other  group 
tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  Whites  or  Native  Americans 
males. 

23.  In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only  for  all  crimes, 
the  overall  statistical  model  was  significant  (p  =  .004).  Because 
the  interaction  was  also  significant,  it  was  inappropriate  to  exam 
the  two  main  effect  of  sex  and  race.  As  indicated  by  the 
interaction  "test"  (p  =  .047),  Native  American  females  had  longer 
sentences  than  did  their  counterpart  males,  while  White  males  had 
longer  sentences  than  did  White  females. 


24.  The  results  for  common  crimes  were  similar  to  that  for  all 
crimes:  sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence. 
Overall,  females  have  shorter  sentences  than  males.  Black  and 
Native  American/Others  groups  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than 
the  other  groups.  Removing  the  "Other"  category  from  the  analysis 
did  not  alter  the  overall  results. 

25.  When  race  was  classified  into  three  categories,  the  results  for 
common  crimes  remained  similar  as  presented  above  (#24)  in  that  sex 
and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence.  Overall, 
females  have  shorter  sentences  than  males.  Those  in  the  Other  race 
category  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  Whites  or  Native 
Americans. 

26.  In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only.  Native  Americans 
had  lower  overall  sentences  than  did  Whites,  although  the 
differences  in  the  two  groups  (Whites,  Native  Americans)  were  more 
for  the  males  than  the  females. 

27.  There  was  no  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex  for 
violent  crimes  (p  =  .069)  in  using  three  or  more  categories  of 
race. 

28.  In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only,  the  overall 
analysis  (main  effects)  was  statistically  significant  (p  =  .043), 
as  was  the  race  effect  (p  =  .015).  Whites  received  higher 
sentences  for  violent  crimes  (18.5  years)  than  did  Native  Americans 
(16.0) . 

29.  The  results  for  property  crimes  were  found  to  be  statistically 
significant.  Overall,  females  were  found  to  have  shorter  sentences 
than  males.  Blacks  and  Native  American/Others  tended  to  have 
longer  sentences  than  the  other  groups. 

30.  When  race  was  partitioned  into  three  categories,  sex  and  race 
were  again  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence  for  property  crimes. 
Overall,  females  had  shorter  sentences  than  did  males.  "Others" 
tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  White  and  Native  American 
groups  especially  for  the  males. 

31.  In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only  for  property 
crimes,  there  was  a  statistically  significant  result  for  the 
overall  model  (main  effects)  and  for  sex  (males  had  longer 
sentences  than  did  females) . 

32.  For  drug  crimes,  there  were  no  significant  differences  between 
the  categorical  variables  (race  and  sex)  and  the  dependent  measure 
of  net  sentence.  The  non-significance  was  consistent  for  all 
classifications  by  race. 
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33.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion 
of  race  by  sex  for  all  crimes.  This  was  true  for  all 
classification  schemes  of  race  by  sex.  Overall,  about  6.6%  of 
prison  admissions  have  been  females  and  about  93.1%  have  been  males 
for  all  crimes. 

34.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion 
of  race  by  sex  for  common  crimes.  This  was  true  for  all 
classifications  of  race  by  sex.  Overall,  about  6.8%  of  prison 
admissions  have  been  females  and  about  93.2%  have  been  males  for 
common  crimes. 

35.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 

(p  =  .011)  for  violent  crimes  when  race  was  categorized  as  Whites, 
Native  Americans  and  Others.  Whites  (2.7%)  and  Others  (4.2%)  had 
proportionally  fewer  females  than  did  Native  Americans  (7.6%). 

36.  In  comparing  two  categories  of  race,  Native  Americans  had  a 
significantly  higher  proportion  of  females  (7.6%)  sentenced  for 
violent  crimes  than  did  Whites  (2.7%). 

37.  There  was  a  higher  proportion  (8.6%)  of  White  females  (and  a 
correspondingly  lower  percent  of  males)  sentenced  for  property 
crimes  than  there  was  for  Native  American  females  (5.1%)  or  Others 
females  (4.9%)  . 

38.  The  Native  American  group  had  a  significantly  lower  proportion 
of  females  (5.1%)  sentenced  for  property  crimes  than  did  Whites 
(8.6%)  . 

39.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 

(p  =  .011)  for  drug  crimes  when  race  was  broken  into  three 
classifications.  Native  Americans  females  had  a  higher  proportion 
(25.6%)  sentenced  for  drug  crimes  than  did  Whites  (12.3%)  and 
Others  (2.8%) . 

40.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
for  combo  crimes  for  all  classifications  of  race,  indicating  that 
the  proportion  of  males/ females  was  fairly  consistent  among  the 
racial/ethnic  categories.  Combo  crimes  means  that  persons  were 
sentenced  for  more  than  one  of  either  drug,  property,  or  violent 
crimes . 

41.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
(1984-1991)  and  sex  (p  =  .37).  That  is,  sexual  composition  by  year 
has  been  relatively  constant  over  time. 
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42.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  fiscal 
year  (1984-1991)  persons  were  admitted  to  prison  and  sex  (p  =  .16)  , 
after  fiscal  year  was  partitioned  into  three  categories.  That  is, 
sexual  composition  by  year  was  quite  constant  with  a  general,  but 
non-significant,  increase  in  the  proportion  of  females  and  an 
accompanying  decrease  in  males. 

43.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
admitted  to  prison  and  crime  type  (p  =  .001)  after  collapsing 
fiscal  year  into  several  year  intervals.  Violent  crimes  have  been 
very  constant  over  time,  while  the  proportion  of  property  crimes 
has  decreased  somewhat  (52.5%  in  1984-96  to  47.4%  in  1990-91).  The 
number  and  proportion  of  drug  crimes  at  least  doubled  over  time  and 
the  Combo  sentences  decreased  somewhat  over  time. 

44.  When  crime  type  was  examined  separate  for  females  and  males 
contrasting  statistically  significant  results  were  found.  For 
females  there  was  no  significant  relationship  between  type  of  crime 
and  fiscal  year.  The  results  are  consistent  for  fiscal  year  both 
individually  and  for  when  years  are  combined  into  several  year 
groupings  for  females.  Non-significance  (statistical  non- 
significance)  for  women  was  due  to  a  smaller  number  of  cases. 
Actual  trends  in  crime  type  by  fiscal  year  of  admittance  for  males 
and  females  were  similar. 

45.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year  and 
crime  type  (p  =  .001)  for  males.  The  proportion  of  prisoners 
admitted  for  violent  crimes  has  been  very  constant  over  time,  while 
the  proportion  of  those  sentenced  for  property  crimes  has  decreased 
somewhat.  The  number  and  proportion  of  persons  admitted  for  drug 
crimes  have  doubled  over  time. 

46.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  crime  type 
(p  <  .001).  Females  were  less  likely  to  be  in  the  violent  and 
combination  crime  (sentence)  categories  than  they  were  in  the 
property  and  drug  crime  categories.  Males  were  found  to  have 
greater  representation  in  the  violent  and  combo  crime  categories. 

47.  The  proportion  of  persons  admitted  for  violent  crimes  was  quite 
consistent  among  the  race  categories.  Others  had  much  fewer 
(38.2%)  persons  represented  in  the  property  crime  category  than  did 
Whites  (51.0%)  or  Native  Americans  (52.8%).  The  opposite  was  true 
for  drug  crimes,  as  the  Other  group  had  a  higher  proportion  (13.5%) 
than  did  Whites  (8.8%)  or  Native  American  (6.2%).  The  Other  group 
also  had  a  higher  (21.7%)  proportion  in  the  combo  crimes  category 
than  did  Whites  (15.4%)  or  Native  Americans  (16.1%). 
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48.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion 
of  parolees  by  race  and  sex  (p  =  .19)  for  those  placed  on  parole 
during  1986-91.  This  was  also  true  (non-significant)  after  race 
was  considered  by  three  categories  and  when  Whites  were  compared  to 
Native  Americans. 

49.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  racial  and 
gender  composition  (p  =  .48)  of  those  placed  on  probation  from 
1986-91.  The  results  were  the  same  (non-significant)  after  race 
was  considered  by  three  categories  and  when  Whites  were  compared  to 
Native  Americans. 

50.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
and  racial  composition  for  those  paroled  from  1986  to  1991.  The 
results  were  the  same  (non-significant)  regardless  of  how  fiscal 
years  or  race  were  categorized. 

51.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
and  race  for  those  placed  on  probation  from  1986  to  1991.  This  was 
found  to  be  consistent  for  all  classifications  of  fiscal  years  and 
race. 

52.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year  and 
crime  type  for  males  (p  =  .001).  The  number  of  persons  placed  on 
parole  has  been  generally  increasing  over  time.  Those  paroled  for 
drug  crimes  increased  by  over  100%  between  1986  and  1991.  There 
was  also  a  decrease  in  the  proportion  of  persons  paroled  for  combo 
crimes. 

53.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
and  crime  type  for  females  parolees  (p  =  .41),  indicating  no 
significant  trends  and  changes  over  time  considering  the  proportion 
sentenced  for  various  crime  types. 

54.  There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year  and 
crime  type  for  males  (p  =  .001)  placed  on  probation.  The  number  of 
persons  placed  on  probation  have  been  generally  increasing  over 
time.  Those  placed  on  probation  for  drugs  crimes  increased  by 
nearly  100%  between  1986  and  1991.  There  was  a  decrease  in  the 
proportion  of  persons  placed  on  probation  who  were  sentenced  to 
violent  crimes.  There  was  also  a  decrease  in  the  proportion  of 
persons  paroled  for  combo  crimes. 

55.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  fiscal  year 
and  crime  type  for  females  placed  on  probation  between  1986  and 
1991  (p  =  .24) . 

56.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion 
of  sex  and  race  for  those  admitted  to  the  State  Penitentiary  from 
1984  to  1991.  This  was  found  to  be  consistent  (non-significant)  no 
matter  how  race  was  categorized  or  for  what  years  (1984-86,  1987- 
89,  1990-91). 
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57.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  race 
composition  for  those  placed  on  parole  from  1986  to  1991.  The 
results  were  the  same  (non-significant)  for  all  years  and  for  all 
groupings  by  race. 

58.  There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  race 
for  those  placed  on  probation  from  1986  to  1991.  This  was  found  to 
be  true  for  all  years  no  matter  how  race  was  categorized. 
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BASIC  DATA  ANALYSIS  ON  PRISON,  PAROLE  AND  PROBATION  DATA 

1 .  INTRODUCTION 

The  total  number  in  the  prison  data  base  for  years  1984-1991  was 
4448.  The  4448  number  is  based  on  the  number  of  persons  admitted 
to  the  Montana  penitentiary  system  from  1984-91  (see  Table  1) .  The 
maximum  number  of  cases  number  used  in  any  prison  analysis  was  4279 
(4448  -  169) ,  since  169  sentenced  from  out-of-state  were  not  used 
in  the  analysis.  The  parole  data  base  was  based  on  the  years  1986- 
1991  and  contained  2044  cases.  The  maximum  number  used  in  any 
parole  analysis  was  1795,  since  249  of  the  2044  were  sentenced  from 
out-of-state  and  were  not  used  in  the  data  analysis.  The  probation 
data  base  consisted  of  9149  cases;  however,  796  of  the  9149  were 
sentenced  from  out-of-state  jurisdictions,  leaving  a  maximum  of 
8353  (9149  -  796)  cases  for  any  analysis  procedure  (see  Table  1) . 


2.  BASIC  DEMOGRAPHIC  INFORMATION 

As  seen  below  the  number  of  persons  admitted  to  the  penitentiary, 
placed  on  parole  and  placed  on  probation  has  been  increasing  over 
time.  The  number  of  penitentiary  admissions  increased  by  40.0% 
between  1984  and  1991.  The  number  of  parolees  increased  by  90.9% 
between  1986  and  1991,  and  those  placed  on  probation  increased 
37.8%  (1183  in  1986  to  1630  in  1991). 


A.  Number  of  Cases  by  Fiscal  Year 


Number  of 

Table  1 
Cases  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admi 

ssion 

Fiscal  Year 

Number  of 
Prisoners 

Number  of 
Parolees 

Number  on 
Probation 

1984 

442 

- 

- 

1985 

502 

— 

- 

1986 

486 

186 

1183 

1987 

520 

283 

1221 

1988 

526 

278 

1269 

1989 

589 

290 

1442 

1990 

595 

403 

1608 

1991 

619 

355 

1630 

Total  Sentenced 
from  Montana 

4279 

1795 

8353 
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B.  Marital  Status 


The  proportion  of  persons  by  marital  status  categories  was  fairly 
constant  among  the  various  categories  of  offenders.  There  was 
found  to  be  a  relatively  small  number  of  married  persons  (average 
of  about  31%  for  the  three  Offender  Categories) ,  and  a 
correspondingly  high  number  of  single  persons  (see  Table  2  below) . 


Table  2 
Marital  Status  by  Offender  Status 

Marital  Status 

Number  of 
Prisoners 

Number  of 
Parolees 

Number  on 
Probation 

Single 

1861  (43.5%) 

744  (41.4%) 

3956  (47.4%) 

Married 

1354  (31.6%) 

598  (33.3%) 

2399  (28.7%) 

Separated 

151   (3.5%) 

71   (4.0%) 

399   (4.8%) 

Divorced 

856  (20.0%) 

360  (20.1%) 

1515  (18.1%) 

Widowed 

52   (1.2%) 

18   (1.0%) 

59    (.7%) 

Other /unknown 

5    (.1%) 

4    (.2%) 

25    (.3%) 

Total  Sentenced 
from  Montana 

4279 

1795 

8353 

Race 


The  proportion  of  persons  by  race/ethnicity  categories  remained 
quite  constant  among  the  various  categories  of  offenders.  The 
percent  of  Native  Americans  was  found  to  be  higher  in  each  of  the 
offender  groups  (prison:  15.4%;  parole:  13.9%;  probation:  13.4%) 
than  it  is  in  the  population  in  general  (4.8%  of  the  population  in 
Montana  age  18  and  over  is  Native  American) . 
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Table  3 
Race  by  Offender  Status 

RACE 

Number  of 
Prisoners 

Number  of 
Parolees 

Number 
Probat 

on 
ion 

White 

3340  (78.1%) 

1396  (77.8%) 

6879 

(82.4%) 

Native  American 

657  (15.4%) 

259  (14.2%) 

1123 

(13.4%) 

Asian 

7    (.2%) 

8    (.4%) 

14 

(.2%) 

Hispanic 

112   (2.6%) 

61   (3.4%) 

149 

(1.8%) 

Black 

62   (1.4%) 

33   (1.8%) 

83 

(1.0%) 

NA/White 

72   (1.7%) 

35   (1.9%) 

63 

(.8%) 

NA/Hispanic 

15    (.4%) 

4    (.2%) 

15 

(.2%) 

NA/Black 

7    (.2%) 

4    (.2%) 

4 

(.0%) 

Other  or 
1  Unknown 

7    (.2%) 

5    (.3%) 

23 

(.3%) 

Total  Sentenced 
from  Montana 

4279 

1795 

8353 

D .  Gender 

Males  are  much  more  numerous  than  females  in  all  of  the  offender 
categories.  There  was  a  higher  proportion  (93.1%)  of  male 
prisoners  in  the  penitentiary  category  than  in  the  other  categories 
(parole:  90.4%,  probation:  83.1%).  Females  had  a  higher  proportion 
on  probation  (16.4%  of  the  total)  than  was  found  in  the  other 
categories  (parole:  9.3%,  prisoners:  6.8%). 


Table  4 
Gender  by  Offender  Status 


Gender 

Number  of 
Prisoner 

Number  of 
Parolees 

Number  on 
Probation 

Males 

3983  (93.1%) 

1622  (90.4%) 

6941  (83.1%) 

Females 

293   (6.8%) 

167   (9.3%) 

1373  (16.4%) 

Unknown 

3    (.1%) 

6    (.3%) 

39    (.5%) 

Total 

4279 

1795 

8353 
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3.  SENTENCES  FOR  ALL  CRIMES  IN  MONTANA  1984-1991 

Statistical  significance  for  any  analysis  in  this  report  was  based 
on  a  probability  value  of  .05.  or  less.  Because  of  repeated 
analysis  on  the  same  data,  some  caution  is  necessary  in 
interpreting  any  analysis  as  being  absolutely  significant,  since 
repeated  analyzes  on  the  same  data  reduce  the  overall  alpha  level, 
giving  greater  "opportunity"  for  obtaining  statistical  significance 
than  would  be  expected  with  a  single  analysis.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  numbers  for  the  groups  (prison,  parole,  probation)  in  this 
report  are  likely  near  the  population  numbers  with  differences 
being  gaps  in  what  is  reported,  data  entry  errors  and  related 
items.  When  using  totally  accurate  population  values,  any 
differences  between  any  groups  are  actual  difference,  hence 
statistical  probability  would  not  be  needed. 


The  sentence  information  presented  below  refers  to  the  total  net 
sentence  in  years  that  persons  were  sentenced  to  the  State 
Penitentiary.  Net  sentence  by  fiscal  year  for  All  Crimes  was  not 
statistically  significantly  different  as  presented  in  Table  5  (p  = 
.19),  indicating  that  the  average  net  sentence  has  been  relatively 
constant  from  1984-1991.  While  there  were  absolute  mean 
differences  by  year,  high  standard  deviations  made  obtaining 
statistical  significance  more  difficult  even  with  a  large  number  of 
cases  (n  =  4200)  .  79  cases  did  not  have  net  sentence  values 
greater  than  zero  and  were  therefore  dropped  from  analysis,  leaving 
a  maximum  total  of  4200  cases  for  any  analysis  using  net  sentence 
as  one  of  the  variables. 

Table  5 
All  Crimes 
Mean  Net  Sentence  in  Years  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admittance 


1 

Mean 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

All  Crimes  in 
Montana  1984-1991 

12.06 

21.3 

4200 

1984 

11.4 

17.3 

437 

1985 

13.2 

28.1 

498 

1986 

11.8 

16.1 

465 

1987 

12.2 

21.1 

511 

1988 

14.2 

29.0 

518 

1989 

11.6 

21.5 

584 

1990 

11.6 

18.2 

583 

1991 

10.8 

13.9 

604 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years    (p  =  .19) 
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4.  SENTENCES  FOR  COMMON  CRIMES  FOR  YEARS  1984-1991 


Net  sentence  for  Common  Crimes  by  Fiscal  Year  was  not  found  to  be 
statistically  significantly  different  (p  =  .24),  indicating 
relatively  uniform  sentencing  in  net  years  over  time.  See  Table  6 
below  for  details  by  year.  The  Common  Crimes  classification  was 
defined  as  persons  who  were  convicted  of  one  or  more  of  the  "Big 
Three"  crimes  (violent,  property,  or  drug  crimes) .  The  overall 
average  sentence  during  1984-91  was  11.97  net  years. 

Only  138  (4200  -  4062)  cases  were  lost  by  the  Common  Crime 
classification.  The  Common  Crimes  category  was  used  in  case  total 
crimes  had  several  unusual  categories  which  greatly  influenced  the 
results. 


Table  6 
Common  Crimes 
Mean  Net  Sentence  in  Years  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admittance 


Mean 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

Common  Crimes  in 
Montana  1984-1991 

11.97 

21.5 

4062 

1984 

11.3 

17.4 

415 

1985 

12.7 

28.4 

466 

1986 

11.3 

15.9 

447 

1987 

12.0 

21.3 

495 

1988 

13.7 

28.9 

505 

1989 

11.5 

21.5 

574 

1990 

11.4 

18.4 

568 

1991 

10.2 

12.5 

592 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years    (p  =  .24) 
5.  SENTENCES  FOR  VIOLENT  CRIMES  ONLY  1984-1991 


Net  sentence  for  Violent  Crimes  by  year  was  not  statistically 
significantly  different  (p  =  .48).  The  average  net  sentence  for 
Violent  Crimes  was  18.29  years  (see  Table  7). 
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Table  7 
Violent  Crimes 
Mean  Net  Sentence  in  Years  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admittance 


1 

Mean 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

violent  Crimes  in 
Montana-1984-1991 

18.29 

28.6 

1023 

1984 

18.5 

27.3 

105 

1985 

19.5 

34.3 

113 

1986 

16.8 

21.1 

116 

1987 

18.5 

32.4 

133 

1988 

20.2 

34.4 

133 

1989 

18.2 

25.4 

129 

1990 

19.7 

30.4 

153 

1991 

15.0 

19.2 

141 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years    (p  =  .48) 


6.  SENTENCES  FOR  PROPERTY  CRIMES  ONLY  1984-1991 

Consistent  with  the  first  two  sentencing  categories  (All  and 
Common) ,  net  sentence  for  Property  Crimes  by  year  was  not 
statistically  significantly  different  (p  =  .29).  The  average 
sentence  was  7.47  years  (see  Table  8). 
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Table  8 
Property  Crimes 
Mean  Net  Sentence  in  Years  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admittance 


Mean 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

Property  Crimes 

in  Montana  1984- 

1991 

7.47 

6.24 

2036 

1984 

6.8 

5.7 

217 

1985 

7.1 

4.8 

253 

1986 

7.2 

4.9 

224 

1987 

7.2 

5.9 

256 

1988 

7.8 

7.6 

252 

1989 

7.8 

7.0 

289 

1990 

7.5 

6.8 

252 

1991 

8.1 

6.3 

293 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years   (p  =  .29) 

7.  SENTENCES  FOR  DRUG  CRIMES  ONLY  1984-1991 

Net  sentence  for  Drug  Crimes  by  year  was  not  statistically 
significantly  different  (p  =  .65),  indicating  relative  consistency 
in  years  sentenced  over  time.  The  overall  average  length  of  net 
sentence  was  lower  for  Drug  Crimes  (6.1)  than  it  was  for  the  other 
crime  categories  reported  above  (see  Table  9) . 
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Table  9 
Drug  Crimes 
Mean  Net  Sentence  in  Years  by  Fiscal  Year  of  Admittance 


Mean 

Standard 
Deviation 

Niimber  of 
Cases 

Drug  Crimes  in 
Montana  1984-1991 

6.10 

6.50 

351 

1984 

5.1 

7.8 

23 

1985 

7.0 

8.7 

24 

1986 

6.6 

5.1 

35 

1987 

7.7 

9.8 

30 

1988 

5.6 

5.0 

29 

1989 

5.3 

4.9 

63 

1990 

5.8 

5.8 

84 

1991 

6.8 

6.9 

63 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years   (p  =  .65) 

8.  FACTORS  FOUND  TO  BE  SIGNIFICANTLY  CORRELATED  WITH  NET  SENTENCE 

Before  additional  analyses  are  conducted  using  net  sentence  as  the 
dependent  variables,  a  section  on  factors  related  to  net  sentence 
is  presented.  Factors  which  are  found  to  be  related  to  dependent 
measure  are  often  included  in  statistical  models  to  control  for 
these  differences.  In  this  report,  factors  related  to  the 
dependent  variable  (when  means  are  being  compared)  are  used  in  the 
statistical  model  as  control  variables  (covariates) . 

Age  at  admission,  sex  and  total  convictions  were  variables  which 
were  found  to  be  significantly  correlated  with  net  sentence, 
although  the  correlation  coefficients  in  each  case  were  quite  low. 
Admission  age  and  total  convictions  (and  sex  where  appropriate) 
were  used  as  control  variables  when  all  analyses  (analysis  of 
covariance)  using  means  were  conducted,  although  the  results  would 
not  have  been  significantly  altered  using  analysis  of  variance 
without  the  covariates. 
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Table  10 
Factors  Found  Significant 


Factor 

Correlation 
Coefficient 

Probability 

Admission  Age 

.05 

<.01 

Sex 

.05 

<.01 

Total  Convictions 

.13 

<.01 

FACTORS  FOUND  TO  HAVE  SIGNIFICANT  MEAN  DIFFERENCES  IN  NET 
SENTENCES 


A.  Males  versus  Females 

Females  were  found  to  have  overall  lower  (8.1  years)  net  sentences 
values  than  were  males  (12.3  years),  considering  all  crimes  (p  = 
.002).    See  Table  11  below. 

Table  11 
Factors  Found  Significant 
Males  and  Females 


Gender 

Mean 
Sentence 

Significantly 
Higher 

Number  of 
Cases 

Males 

12.3 

Yes 

3926 

1  Females 

8.1 

No 

271       1 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 
Overall  F  Ratio  =  9.9,  p  =  .002 

B.  Marital  Status 

These  results  are  interesting,  as  reported  below  in  Table  12,  but 
are  likely  due  to  some  artifact  (chance,  social  problems  associated 
with  being  divorced  or  widowed  in  this  population,  etc.)  other  than 
marital  status  per  se.  Divorced  persons  had  longer  net  sentences 
than  single  or  married  persons,  and  widowed  prisoners  had  longer 
net  sentences  than  all  of  the  other  groups.  The  small  number  of 
cases  for  widowed  person  makes  the  results  tentative  (see  table  12 
below) . 
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Table  12 
Factors  Found  Significant 
Marital  Status 


Marital  Status 

Mean 
Sentence 

Significantly 
Higher 

Number  of 
Cases 

Single 

11.1 

No 

1834 

Married 

11.6 

No 

1327 

Separated 

8.8 

No 

147 

Divorced 

14.4 

Higher:  1  &  2 

835 

Widowed 

30.9 

Higher:  all 

52 

Mean  number  are  net  sentence  years 

Overall  F  Ratio  =  14.8,  p  <  .001 

(after  controlling  for  age,  sex  and  total  convictions  differences 

still  were  still  evident:   F  =  11.2,  p  <  .001) 


Race 


In  examining  the  means  of  the  racial  grouping  in  Table  13,  it  can 
be  seen  that  Blacks  (mean  =18.1  years)  and  Native  Americans/Others 
(Native  Americans  with  mixed  blood)  with  mean  net  sentence  values 
of  17.5  years  have  significantly  higher  mean  values  than  Native 
Americans  (mean  =  10.7) ,  These  differences  are  explored  in  greater 
detail  later  in  the  paper.  Some  net  sentence  differences  by  race 
can  be  explained  by  examining  the  gender  ratio  of  race 
classification.  That  is.  Blacks  and  Native  American/Others  have 
few  females  in  the  groupings  and  males  are  given  longer  sentences 
than  females.  Since  there  are  a  relatively  small  number  in  some 
racial/ethnic  groupings,  it  is  more  appropriate  to  group  racial 
categories  as  in  Table  14  (i.e..  White,  Native  Americans,  All 
Others) . 


24 


Table  13 
Factors  Found  Significant 
Race 


Race 

Mean 
Sentence 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

Signifi- 
cantly 
Higher 

White 

12.1 

22.0 

3285 

No 

Native  American 

10.7 

15.1 

642 

No 

Hispanic 

10.6 

16.7 

106 

No 

Black 

18.1 

35.6 

61 

Higher  NA 

Na .  Amer . / Other 

17.5 

22.6 

92 

Higher  NA 

Others 

6.3 

4.5 

13 

No 

Means  numbers  are  net  sentence  years  (F  Ratio  =  3.03,  p  =  .01) 
After  controlling  for  age,  total  convictions  and  sex  and  dropping 
the  "Others"  category,  results  were  the  same  (F  =  4.02,  p  =  .003) 

After  grouping  the  prisoners  into  3  categories,  the  statistically 
significant  results  disappears,  as  reported  in  Table  14.  Although 
the  means  are  different  in  magnitude,  these  differences  were  not 
found  to  be  statistically  significant.  The  relationship  between 
race  and  various  categories  of  crime  is  examined  later  in  this 
report. 

Table  14 
Race  With  Three  Categories 


Race 

Mean 
Sentence 

Standard 
Deviation 

Number  of 
Cases 

Signifi- 
cantly 
Higher 

White 

12.1 

22.0 

3285 

No 

Native  American 

10.7 

15.1 

642 

No 

All  Others 

14.4 

24.0 

272 

No 

Means  numbers  are  net  sentence  years    (  p  =  .051) 

There  was  no  significant  differences  found  in  mean  net  sentence 
values  (p  =  .12)  when  Whites  were  compared  with  Native  Americans 
for  all  crimes.  Although  the  means  are  higher  (12.1  years)  for 
Whites  than  for  Native  Americans  (10.7),  high  standard  deviations 
and  relatively  similar  mean  values  made  it  difficult  to  obtain 
statistical  significance  (see  Table  15) . 
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Table  15 
White  and  Native  Americans 


Race 

Mean 
Sentence 

Standard 
Deviation 

Niimber  of 
Cases 

Signifi- 
cantly 
Higher 

White 

12.1 

22.0 

3285 

No 

Native  American 

10.7 

15.1 

642 

No 

Means  numbers  are  net  sentence  years    (  p  =  .12) 


10.  AVERAGE  LENGTH  OF  SENTENCE  OVER  TIME  BY  SEX 

Adjusted  values  are  indicated  in  many  of  the  following  tables. 
The  adjusted  values  are  mean  value  deviations  from  the  overall  mean 
value  and  they  have  been  adjusted  for  the  covariates  (total 
convictions  and  admission  age) .  Since  the  covariates  are  not 
highly  correlated  with  the  dependent  measure  (net  sentence  years) , 
the  adjusted  means  are  not  much  different  from  the  actual  mean 
values  and  would  not  likely  give  different  results  for  any  of  the 
analyses  presented  below. 

A.  All  Crimes 


For  All  Crimes,  females  were  found  to  have  significantly  shorter 
sentences  than  males  (p  =  .014).  These  differences  were  evident 
for  each  year  1984-1991,  as  presented  below  in  Table  16.  The 
differences  between  males  and  females  were  found  to  be  quite 
consistent  over  time  (1984-1991) .  The  overall  means  were  not 
different  by  Fiscal  Year  (p  =  .155). 

Table  16 
Net  Sentence  by  Sex  Over  Time 
All  Crimes 


Sex 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Female 

7.1 

8.3 

9.7 

11.1 

7.1 

7.7 

6.9 

8.2 

Male 

11.6 

13.5 

12.0 

12.2 

14.7 

12.0 

12.0 

10.9 

Adjust 

-6.3 

1.31 

-.18 

-.13 

2.18 

-.45 

-.27 

-1.6 

Cases 

437 

497 

465 

511 

516 

583 

583 

604 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p  =  .014 

Sex  p  =  .006 

Fiscal  year  p  =  .155 

Interaction  p  =  .930 
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B.  Common  Crimes 


For  Common  Crimes,  females  were  found  to  have  significantly  shorter 
sentences  than  males  (p  =  .006).  Net  sentence  length  was  not 
significantly  related  to  fiscal  year  (p  =  .161),  indicating 
relative  consistency  over  time  in  net  sentence  years  after 
controlling  for  sex,  number  of  conviction  and  age  (see  Table  17) . 


Table  17 
Net  Sentence  by  Sex  Over  Time 
Common  Crimes 


Sex 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Female 

7.1 

6.2 

9.7 

11.8 

7.1 

7.9 

6.3 

7.4 

Male 

11.5 

13.1 

11.4 

12.0 

14.3 

11.8 

11.8 

10.4 

Adjust 

-.43 

1.0 

-.38 

.04 

2.07 

-.25 

-.06 

-1.7 

Cases 

415 

465 

447 

495 

503 

573 

568 

592 

Mean  numbers  are  net  Sentence  Years 


C.  Violent  Crimes 


Main  Effects  p  =  .021 

Sex  p  =  .006 

Fiscal  year  p  =  .161 

Interaction  p  =  .873 


For  violent  crimes,  there  were  no  significant  differences  by  sex  or 
fiscal  year  in  mean  net  sentence  years  (p  =  .897).  The  overall 
model  (main  effects)  and  all  individual  effects  were  not 
significant  (see  Table  18)  ,  since  probability  values  were  much 
greater  than  .05. 


Table  18 
Net  Sentence  by  Sex  Over  Time 
Violent  Crimes 


Sex 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Female 

9.7 

6.3 

21.1 

42.5 

16.4 

22.3 

6.0 

12.8 

Male 

18.7 

19.8 

16.5 

17.8 

20.4 

18.0 

20.0 

15.0 

Adjust 

-.10 

1.66 

-1.84 

-.74 

2.52 

-.13 

1.09 

-2.5 

Cases 

105 

113 

116 

133 

133 

129 

153 

141 

Means  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p  =  .897 

Sex  p  =  .747 

Fiscal  year  p  =  .843 

Interaction  p  =  .570 
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D.  Property  Crimes 


For  property  crimes,  females  were  found  to  have  significantly 
shorter  sentences  than  males.  However,  since  the  overall  model  was 
not  significant  (p  =  .195),  the  individual  effects  cannot  be 
considered  in  any  analyses  (see  Table  19) . 

Table  19 
Net  Sentence  by  Sex  Over  Time 

Property  Crimes    


Sex 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Female 

6.9 

6.1 

5.6 

6.6 

5.1 

6.0 

6.1 

7.0 

Male 

6.8 

7.1 

7.3 

7.3 

8.1 

8.0 

7.7 

8.2 

Adjust 

-.47 

-.33 

-.25 

-.25 

.31 

.31 

.22 

.28 

Cases 

217 

253 

224 

256 

250 

289 

252 

293 

Means  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p 

Sex  p 

Fiscal  year  p 

Interaction  p 


.195 
.017 
.556 
.689 


E.  Drug  Crimes 


For  drug  crimes  there  were  no  significant  differences  by  sex  or 
fiscal  year  (p  =  .797).  Smaller  n's  and  large  standard  deviations 
made  obtaining  statistical  significance  more  difficult  than  in  the 
All  and  Common  Crime  analyses. 

Table  20 
Net  Sentence  by  Sex  Over  Time 
Drug  Crimes 


Sex 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Female 

5.0 

5.8 

3.0 

1.7 

1.8 

4.4 

4.8 

5.4 

Male 

5.1 

7.8 

7.0 

8.4 

6.2 

5.5 

5.9 

7.0 

Adjust 

-.44 

.83 

.17 

.87 

-.60 

-.44 

-.16 

.27 

Cases 

23 

23 

35 

30 

29 

62 

84 

63 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p  =  .797 

Sex  p  =  .095 

Fiscal  year  p  =  .964 

Interaction  p  =  .942 
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11.  AVERAGE  LENGTH  OF  SENTENCE  BY  RACE  BY  SEX 

A.  All  Crimes 

Sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  total  net  sentence  for  All 
Crimes  (p  =  .001)  in  examining  all  categories  of  race  (Table  21). 
Females  had  shorter  sentences  than  males  (p  =  .01).  Black  and 
Native  American/Others  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  the 
other  groups.  Removing  the  "Other"  category  had  little  effect  on 
the  results. 

Table  21 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Hispan 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

Female 

7.3 

11.8 

5.3 

- 

30.0 

4.0 

Male 

12.5 

10.6 

10.9 

18.1 

17.2 

6.7 

Adjusted 

.13 

-1.72 

-1.26 

6.59 

5.02 

-3.74 

Cases 

3281 

642 

106 

61 

92 

13 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


With  "Other"  Removed 
p  =  .001 
p  =  .01 
p  =  .003 
p  =  .148 


As  presented  Above 
Main  Effects  p  =  .001 
Sex  p  =  .01 

Race  p  =  .006 

Interaction   p  =  .251 


Sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  total  net  sentence  for  All 
Crimes  (p  =  .001)  when  three  classifications  of  race  (White,  Native 
Americans,  and  All  Others)  were  used.  Females  had  shorter 
sentences  than  males  (p  =  .008).  For  males,  the  All  Other  group 
tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  Whites  or  Native  Americans 
males  (see  table  22) . 
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Table  22 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


White 

NA 

All        1 
Others 

Female 

7.3 

11.8 

10.0 

Male 

12.5 

10.6 

14.6 

Cases 

3281 

642 

272 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p  =  .001 

Sex  p  =  .008 

Race  p  =  .016 

Interaction  p  =  .143 

In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only  (Table  23)  ,  the 
overall  statistical  model  was  significant  (p  =  .004).  Because  the 
interaction  was  also  significant,  it  is  inappropriate  to  exam  the 
two  main  effect  of  sex  and  race.  As  indicated  by  the  interaction 
"test"  (p  =  .047),  Native  American  females  had  longer  sentences 
than  did  their  counterpart  males,  while  White  males  had  longer 
sentences  than  did  White  females.  Of  the  many  analyses  conducted 
in  this  report,  this  is  the  only  one  in  which  interaction  was  found 
to  be  significant. 

Table  23 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Female 

7.3 

11.8 

Male 

12.5 

10.6 

Total 

12.1 

10.7 

Cases 

3281 

642 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects 

p  =  .004 

Sex 

p  =  .008 

Race 

p  =  .038 

Interaction 

p  =  .047 
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B.  Common  Crimes 
The  results  for  Common  Crimes  are  similar  to  that  for  All  Crimes: 
sex  and  race  were  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence.  Overall, 
females  have  shorter  sentences  than  males.  Black  and  Native 
American/Others  groups  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  the 
other  groups.  Removing  the  "Other"  category  from  the  analysis  did 
not  alter  the  overall  results  (see  Table  24  below) . 

Table  24 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Hispan 

Black 

NA/O 

Other 

Female 

7.1 

10.4 

5.2 

- 

30.0 

4.0 

Male 

12.2 

10.3 

10.8 

18.0 

16.4 

6.7 

Adjusted 

.16 

-1.86 

-1.06 

6.76 

4.6 

-3.3 

Cases 

3181 

619 

101 

56 

88 

13 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


With  "Other"  Removed 
Main  Effects   p  =  .001 
Sex  p  =  .010 

Race  p  =  .004 

Interaction   p  =  .235 


As  presented  Above 
Main  Effects  p  =  .001 
Sex  p  =  .009 

Race  p  =  . 007 

Interaction   p  =  .371 


When  race  was  classified  into  three  categories,  the  results  for 
Common  Crimes  remained  similar  as  presented  above  in  that  sex  and 
race  were  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence.  Overall,  females 
have  shorter  sentences  than  males.  Those  in  the  Other  race 
category  tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  Whites  or  Native 
Americans. 


Table  25 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


White 

NA 

All 
Others 

Female 

7.1 

10.4 

10.4 

Male 

12.2 

10.3 

14.2 

Cases 

3181 

619 

258 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 

Main  Effects 

p  =  .001 

Sex 

p  =  .008 

Race 

p  =  .013 

Interaction 

p  =  .260 
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In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only.  Native  Americans 
have  lower  overall  sentences  than  did  Whites,  although  the 
differences  in  the  two  groups  (Whites,  Native  Americans)  were  more 
for  the  males  than  the  females  (see  Table  26) . 


Table  26 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


1 

White 

NA 

Female 

7.1 

10.4 

Male 

12.2 

10.3 

Overall 

11.8 

10.3 

Cases 

3181 

619 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


As  presented  Above 


Main  Effects 

P 

=  .002 

Sex 

P 

=  .008 

Race 

P 

=  .025 

Interaction 

P 

=  .098 

C.  violent  Crimes 

The  overall  model  for  Violent  Crimes  was  not  statistically 
significant.  Therefore,  no  further  analysis  was  appropriate  (see 
Table  27) . 

Table  27 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Hispan 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

Female 

18.1 

21.3 

6.0 

— 

— 

2.0 

Male 

18.5 

15.6 

14.8 

25.4 

31.7 

9.9 

Adjusted 

.8 

-5.2 

-4.1 

7.5 

12.0 

-7.0 

Cases 

799 

155 

32 

10 

21 

6 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


With  "Other"  Removed 
Main  Effects  p  =  .044 
Sex  p  =  .463 

Race         p  =  .024 
Interaction  p  =  .828 


As  Presented  Above 
Main  Effects   p  =  .069 
Sex  p  =  .500 

Race  p  =  .041 

Interaction   p  =  .905 


1 
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As  with  the  analysis  above,  the  overall  model  (Table  28)  was  not 
statistically  significant  (p  =  .091)  when  race  was  collapsed  into 
three  categories. 

Table  28 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


==^ , 

White 

NA 

All 
Others 

Female 

18.1 

21.3 

4.0 

Male 

18.5 

15.6 

21.3 

Cases 

799 

155 

e. 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects  p  =  .091 

Sex  p  =  .562 

Race  p  =  .042 

Interaction  p  =  .567 

In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only,  the  overall  analysis 
(main  effects)  was  statistically  significant.  Whites  received 
higher  sentences  for  violent  crimes  (18.5  years)  than  did  Native 
Americans  (16.0).   See  Table  29  below. 


Table  29 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Female 

18.1 

21.3 

Male 

18.5 

15.6 

Overall 

18.5 

16.0 

Cases 

799 

155 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


Main  Effects 

P 

=  .043 

Sex 

P 

=  .416 

Race 

P 

=  .015 

Interaction 

P 

=  .645 

D. 

Property  Crimes 

The  results  for  Property  Crimes  were  found  to  be  statistically 
significant.  Overall,  females  were  found  to  have  shorter  sentences 
than  males.  Black  and  Native  American/Others  tended  to  have  longer 
sentences  than  the  other  groups  (see  Table  30  below) . 
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Table  3  0 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Hispan 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

Female 

6.3 

5.2 

6.3 

— 

- 

6.0 

Male 

7.5 

7.3 

7.0 

9.3 

11.0 

5.0 

Adjusted 

-.01 

-.51 

-.26 

2.5 

3.8 

-.9 

Cases 

1614 

325 

33 

21 

39 

2 

Mean  niambers  are  net  sentence  years 


With  "Other"  Removed 
Main  Effects   p  =  .001 
Sex  p  =  .035 

Race  p  =  .001 

Interaction   p  =  .816 


As  presented  Above 
Main  Effects  p  =  . 
Sex  p  =  . 

Race  p  =  . 

Interaction   p  =  . 


001 
034 
001 
939 


When  race  was  partitioned  into  three  categories,  sex  and  race  were 
again  found  to  be  related  to  net  sentence  for  property  crimes. 
Overall,  females  had  shorter  sentences  than  did  males.  "Others" 
tended  to  have  longer  sentences  than  did  White  and  Native  American 
groups  especially  for  the  males  (see  Table  31) . 

Table  31 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


White 

NA 

All 
Others 

Female 

6.3 

5.2 

6.3 

Male 

7.5 

7.3 

9.2 

Cases 

1614 

325 

95 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 

Main  Effects  p  =  .001 

Sex  p  =  .024 

Race  p  =  .001 

Interaction  p  =  .767 

In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only  for  Property  Crimes, 
there  was  a  statistically  significant  result  for  the  overall  model 
(main  effects)  and  for  sex  (males  had  longer  sentences  than  did 
females) .  See  Table  32  below. 
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Table  32 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


1 

White 

NA 

Female 

6.3 

5.2 

Male 

7.5 

7.3 

Cases 

1614 

325 

Mean  nximbers  are  net  sentence  years 

Main  Effects  p  =  .040 

Sex  p  =  .034 

Race  p  =  .134 

Interaction  p  =  .595 

E.  Drug  Crimes 

For  drug  crimes,  there  were  no  significant  differences  between  the 
categorical  variables  (race  and  sex)  and  the  dependent  measure  of 
net  sentence  for  Drug  Crimes  (see  Table  33) . 

Table  33 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Drug  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Hispan 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

Female 

4.0 

6.4 

1.0 

— 

— 

— 

Male 

6.2 

6.3 

8.2 

9.9 

4.0 

3.6 

Adjusted 

-.27 

-.19 

2.5 

3.7 

.03 

-2.2 

Cases 

276 

37 

19 

12 

1 

4 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


With  "Other"  Removed 
Main  Effects  p  =  .055 
Sex  p  =  .160 

Race         p  =  .090 
Interaction  p  =  .574 


As  Presented  Above 
Main  Effects   p  =  .078 
Sex  p  =  . 158 

Race  p  =  .125 

Interaction   p  =  .570 


The  overall  model  for  Drug  Crimes  with  three  classifications  of 
race  was  significant  (see  Table  34)  ,  but  none  of  the  individual 
factors  showed  statistical  significance.  Because  of  small  number 
of  cases,  the  result  should  be  considered  to  be  tentative. 
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Table  34 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Drug  Crimes 


White 

NA 

All        1 
Others 

Female 

4.0 

6.4 

1.0 

Male 

6.2 

6.3 

8.1 

Cases 

276 

37 

36 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 


As  presented  Above 
Main  Effects  p  =  .039 
Sex  p  =  .160 

Race  p  =  .060 

Interaction   p  =  .597 

In  comparing  Whites  and  Native  Americans  only  for  Drug  Crimes,  the 
overall  analysis  (main  effects)  was  not  statistically  significant, 
as  presented  below  in  Table  35. 

Table  35 
Net  Sentence  by  Race  by  Sex 
Drug  Crimes 


White 

NA 

Female 

4.0 

6.4 

Male 

6.2 

6.3 

Overall 

5.9 

6.3 

Cases 

276 

" 

Mean  numbers  are  net  sentence  years 

Main  Effects  p  = 

Sex  p  = 

Race  p  = 

Interaction  p  = 


.370 
.159 
.851 
.858 


12.  COMPOSITION  OF  PRISON  POPULATION  BY  RACE/ ETHNICITY  AND  SEX 

A.  All  Crimes 
There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion  of 
race  by  sex  for  All  Crimes.   This  was  true  for  all  classification 
schemes  of  race  by  sex,  as  presented  in  Tables  36,  37  and  38. 
Overall,  about  6.6%  of  prison  admissions  have  been  females  and 
about  93.1%  have  been  males  for  All  Crimes.   Whites  and  Native 
Americans  had  very  similar  percentages  (Table  38) . 
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Table  36 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

7.0 

7.2 

6.3 

0 

3.2 

15.4 

6.9 

Male 

93.0 

92.8 

93.7 

100 

96.8 

84.6 

93.1 

Cases 

3340 

657 

112 

62 

94 

14 

4279 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =  8.3,   p 
After  Dropping  "Other"   =6.8,   p 

Table  37 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


14 
14 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

7.0 

7.2 

4.3 

Male 

93.0 

92.8 

95.7 

Cases 

3340 

657 

281 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =3.2,   p  =  .21 

Table  38 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
All  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

7.0 

7.2 

Male 

93.0 

92.8 

Cases 

3340 

657 

Numbers  are  Percent 
B.  Common  Crimes 


Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .96 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion  of 
race  by  sex  for  Common  Crimes.  This  was  true  for  all 
classifications  of  race  by  sex,  as  presented  in  Tables  39,  40  and 
41.  Overall,  about  6.8%  of  prison  admissions  have  been  females  and 
about  93.2%  have  been  males  for  Common  Crimes.  Whites  and  Native 
Americans  had  very  similar  percentages  (Table  41) . 
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Table  39 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

7.0 

7.1 

5.6 

0 

3.3 

15.4 

6.8 

Male 

93.0 

92.9 

94.4 

100 

96.7 

84.6 

93.2 

Cases 

3237 

633 

107 

57 

90 

13 

4137 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square 
After  Dropping  "Other" 

Table  40 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


7.8, 
6.3, 


P 
P 


17 
18 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

7.0 

7.1 

4.1 

Male 

93.0 

92.9 

95.9 

Cases 

3237 

633 

267 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =3.2,   p  =  .20 

Table  41 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Common  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

7.0 

7.1 

Male 

93.0 

92.9 

Cases 

3237 

633 

Numbers  are  Percent 
C.  Violent  Crimes 


Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .95 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .0170)  for  Violent  Crimes  (Table  42).  The  Whites,  Blacks  and 
Native  American/Other  categories  contained  proportionally  fewer 
females  than  was  the  case  for  the  Native  American  and  Hispanic 
groups.  Because  of  a  limited  number  of  cases  in  some  categories 
(Blacks,  Native  American/Others,  Others) ,  groups  should  be  combined 
to  provide  a  more  appropriate  analysis,  as  in  Table  43. 
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Table  42 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

2.7 

7.6 

6.1 

0 

0 

16.7 

3.6 

Male 

97.3 

92.4 

93.9 

100 

100 

83.3 

96.4 

Cases 

804 

158 

33 

11 

21 

6 

1033 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =13.8,   p  =  .0170 
After  Dropping  Other  =11.0   p  =  .02  64 

There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .011)  for  Violent  Crimes  when  race  was  categorized  as  Whites, 
Native  Americans  and  Others.  Whites  and  Others  had  proportionally 
fewer  females  than  did  Native  Americans  (see  Table  43) . 

Table  43 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

2.7 

7.6 

4.2 

Male 

97.3 

92.4 

95.8 

Cases 

804 

158 

71 

Numbers  are  Percent    Chi  Square  =9.1,   p  =  .011 

Native  Americans  had  a  significantly  higher  proportion  of  females 
(7.6%)  sentenced  for  Violent  Crimes  than  did  Whites  (2.7%). 

Table  44 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Violent  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

2.7 

7.6 

Male 

97.3 

92.4 

Cases 

804 

158 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =7.8,   p  =  .005 
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D.  Property  Crimes 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .0219)  for  Property  Crimes.  Whites  and  Hispanics  had  a  higher 
proportion  of  females  than  did  the  Native  American  and  Native 
American/Other  group.  However  these  significant  differences 
disappear  (p  =  .08)  when  the  Other  category  is  dropped  from  the 
analysis,  as  it  should  be  because  of  the  low  number  of  cases. 

Table  45 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

8.6 

5.1 

7.9 

0 

2.4 

50.0 

7.9 

Male 

91.4 

94.9 

92.1 

100 

97.6 

50.0 

92.1 

Cases 

1650 

334 

38 

21 

41 

2 

2086 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square 
After  Dropping  Others 


13.2,   p  = 
8.3,   p  = 


.0219 
.0813 


There  was  a  higher  proportion  (8.6%)  of  White  females  (and  a 
correspondingly  lower  percent  of  males)  sentenced  for  property 
crimes  than  there  was  for  Native  American  females  (5.1%)  or  Others 
females  (4.9%) . 

Table  46 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

8.6 

5.1 

4.9 

Male 

91.4 

94.9 

95.1 

Cases 

1650 

334 

102 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =6.0,   p  =  .045 

The  Native  American  group  had  a  significantly  lower  proportion 
females  (5.1%)  sentenced  for  property  crimes  than  did  Whites 
(8.6%) . 
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Table  47 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Property  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA       1 

Female 

8.6 

5.1 

Male 

91.4 

94.9 

Cases 

1650 

334      1 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =4.2,   p  =  .041 


E.  Drug  Crimes 

There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .0986)  for  Drug  Crimes.   Due  to  the  small  number  of  cases  for 
many  of  the  race  classifications,  this  analysis  (Table  48)  is 
inappropriate.  See  Tables  49  and  50  for  more  appropriate  analyses. 

Table  48 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 

Drug  Crimes   


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

12.3 

25.6 

5.3 

0 

0 

0 

12.8 

Male 

87.7 

74.4 

94.7 

100 

100 

100 

87.2 

Cases 

' ' 

284 

39 

19 

12 

1 

4 

359 

Numbers  are  Percent 
After  Dropping  Other 


Chi  Square  =9.3,   p  =  .0986 
=  8.5,   p  =  .072 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .011)  for  Drug  Crimes  with  three  classifications  for  race. 
Native  Americans  females  had  a  higher  proportion  (25.6%)  sentenced 
for  drug  crimes  than  did  Whites  (12.3%)  and  Others  (2.8%). 


Table  49 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Drug  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

12.3 

25.6 

2.8 

Male 

87.7 

74.4 

97.2 

Cases 

284 

39 

3e 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =9.1,   p  =  .011 
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There  was  a  significantly  higher  proportion  of  Native  American 
females  (25.6%)  sentenced  for  drug  crimes  than  there  was  for  Whites 
(12.3%)  . 

Table  50 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 

Drug  Crimes    


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

12.3 

25.6 

Male 

87.7 

74.4 

Cases 

284 

39       1 

Numbers  are  Percent 
F.  Combo  Crimes 


Chi  Square  =4.0,   p  =  .045 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 
(p  =  .838,  p  =.732)  for  Combo  Crimes,  indicating  the  proportion  of 
males/females  was   fairly  consistent  among  the  racial/ethnic 
categories. 

Table  51 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Combo  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

5.2 

5.9 

0 

0 

7.4 

0 

5.2 

Male 

94.8 

94.1 

100 

100 

92.4 

100 

94.8 

Cases 

499 

102 

17 

13 

27 

1 

659 

Numbers  are  Percent 
After  Dropping  Other 


Chi  Square  =2.1,   p=.838 
=2.0,   p  =  .732 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  sex 

(p  =  .7951)  for  Combo  Crimes  after  categorizing  race  into  three 

categories. 

Table  52 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Combo  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

5.2 

5.9 

3.4 

Male 

94.8 

94.1 

96.6 

Cases 

499 

102 

58 

Numbers  are  Percent    Chi  Square  =   .46,   p=  .7951 
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There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  (p  =  .973)  between  race 
and  sex  composition  for  Combo  Crimes,  considering  race  as  Whites 
and  Native  Americans.  The  two  groups  had  very  similar  percentages, 
as  presented  below  in  Table  53. 


Table  53 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Combo  Crimes 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

5.2 

5.9 

Male 

94.8 

94.1 

Cases 

499 

102 

Numbers  are  Percent    Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .973 


13.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  RACE:  PRISON 


Based  on  probability  values  of  less  than  .05,  there  was  a 
significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  year  and  Race  reported  in 
Tables  54  through  57.  Although  there  doesn't  appear  to  be  any  real 
trends  of  racial  composition  by  year,  the  numbers  change  enough 
from  year  to  year  so  that  the  overall  chi  square  values  were  high 
enough  to  be  statistically  significant.  Because  there  are  so  many 
cells.  Fiscal  Year  and  race  were  re-examined  in  Tables  57  through 
59  with  fewer  categories  to  give  a  clearer  picture  of  the 
relationship  between  the  two  factors.  After  years  are  combined 
into  three  categories,  as  shown  in  Tables  57,  58  and  59,  the  lack 
of  trends  becomes  consistent  with  the  non-significant  chi  square 
values. 

Table  54 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Race 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

79.4 

72.9 

80.7 

79.4 

75.1 

77.8 

81.2 

78.0 

NA 

15.2 

20.7 

11.9 

13.5 

16.5 

15.1 

13.8 

16.2 

Hispan 

2.0 

2.0 

3.3 

2.5 

4.4 

2.2 

2.2 

2.4 

Black 

1.6 

1.0 

1.4 

.8 

1.3 

2.7 

1.2 

1.5 

NA/0 

1.6 

3.0 

2.5 

3.7 

2.5 

2.0 

1.0 

1.6 

1  Others 

.2 

.4 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.7 

.3 

Numbers  are  percents    (Chi  square 
(Dropping  "Others" 


54.5,   p  = 
50.7,   p  = 


0188) 
0054) 
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There  are  no  evident  trends  between  Fiscal  Year  and  race  (Table 
55) .  Because  the  nvunbers  rotate  considerably  from  year  to  year, 
the  chi  square  value  is  high  enough  to  be  statistically 
significant. 

Table  55 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Race 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

79.4 

72.9 

80.7 

79.4 

75.1 

77.8 

81.2 

78.0 

NA 

15.2 

20.7 

11.9 

13.5 

16.5 

15.1 

13.8 

16.2 

Others 

5.4 

6.4 

7.4 

7.1 

8.4 

7.1 

5.0 

5.8 

Chi  square  =26.9,   p  =  .020 

Again  there  are  no  striking  trends  (Table  56)  in  comparing  Whites 
and  Native  Americans,  but  the  proportions  change  from  year  to  year 
yielding  a  high  enough  chi  square  value  to  be  statistically 
significant. 

Table  56 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Race 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

83.9 

77.9 

87.1 

85.5 

82.0 

83.7 

85.5 

82.8 

NA 

16.1 

22.1 

12.9 

14.5 

18.0 

16.3 

14.5 

17.2 

Chi  sqi. 

lare  =  ] 

L9.2,  I 

)  =  .008 

i 

RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  RACE:  PRISON  - 
CONTINUED  WITH  FISCAL  YEARS  BLOCKED  BY  SEVERAL  YEAR  INTERVALS 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  race  and  Fiscal 
Year  after  combining  the  Fiscal  Years  into  three  categories.  The 
non-significance  indicates  a  fairly  consistent  proportion  by  race 
over  time. 
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Table  57 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Race 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

White 

77.5 

77.4 

79.6 

NA 

16.0 

15.0 

15.0 

Hispan 

2.4 

3.0 

2.3 

Black 

1.3 

1.7 

1.3 

NA/0 

2.4 

2.7 

1.3 

Others 

.3 

.2 

.5 

Cases 

1429 

1635 

1214      1 

Numbers  are  percents    (Chi  square  =11.9,   p  =  .29 
Dropping  "Others"         =  9.7,   p  =  .29 

There  was  no  significant  difference  between  race  and  Fiscal  Year 
with  three  categories  (White,  Native  Americans,  Others) ,  indicating 
a  fairly  consistent  proportion  by  race  over  time  (see  Table  58) . 

Table  58 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


1 

Race 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

White 

77.5 

77.4 

79.6 

NA 

16.0 

15.0 

15.0 

Others 

6.4 

7.5 

5.4 

Cases 

1429 

1635 

1214 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  square  =5.8,   p  =  .216 

There  has  been  a  fairly  consistent  proportion  of  Whites  and  Native 
Americans  over  time,  as  presented  in  Table  59. 

Table  59 
Percent  Race  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Race 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

White 

82.9 

83.7 

84.1 

NA 

17.1 

16.3 

15.9 

Cases 

1337 

1512 

1148 

Numbers  are  p 

ercents 

Chi  square 

=  -78,   p 
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14.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  SEX:  PRISON 

There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  year  (1984- 
1991)  and  sex  (p  =  .37),  as  reported  in  Table  60.  That  is,  sexual 
composition  by  year  has  been  relatively  constant. 

Table  60 
Percent  Sex  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Gender 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Male 

95.2 

93.4 

93.6 

93.8 

93.1 

92.3 

91.3 

93.1 

Female 

4.8 

6.6 

6.4 

6.2 

6.9 

7.7 

8.7 

6.9 

Numbers  are  percents 


(chi  square  =7.6,   p  =  .37) 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  year  (1984- 
1991)  and  sex  (p  =  .16),  after  Fiscal  Year  was  partitioned  into 
three  categories.  That  is,  sexual  composition  by  year  was  quite 
constant  with  a  general,  but  non-significant,  increase  in  the 
proportion  of  females  and  an  accompanying  decrease  in  males  (see 
Table  61)  . 

Table  61 
Percent  Sex  by  Fiscal  Year 
Prison 


Gender 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

Male 

94.1 

93.1 

92.2 

Female 

5.9 

6.9 

7.8 

Numbers  are  percents  chi  square  =  3.6,  p  =  .16 

15.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  TYPE  OF  CRIME:  PRISON 

Combo  Crimes  in  the  two  charts  below  (and  elsewhere)  refers  to 
persons  being  sentenced  to  more  than  one  of  the  following  sentence 
categories:  violent,  property  or  drug. 

There  was  a  significant  overall  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year 
and  Crime  type  (p  <  .001),  as  presented  in  Table  62.  See  Table  63 
for  a  more  lucid  presentation  of  the  trends  of  Crime  type  by  Fiscal 
Year. 
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A.  All  Prisoners 


Table  62 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
All  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

25.0 

24.3 

25.9 

26.4 

25.9 

22.6 

26.6 

23.4 

Property 

52.6 

54.3 

50.5 

52.0 

50.5 

50.3 

44.8 

49.9 

Drug 

5.5 

5.3 

7.9 

6.2 

5.7 

11.1 

15.0 

10.7 

Combo 

16.9 

16.2 

15.6 

15.5 

17.9 

16.1 

13.6 

16.0 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   4140 


chi  square  =66.2,   p  <  .001 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and  Crime 
type  (p  =  .001)  after  collapsing  Fiscal  Year  into  several  year 
intervals.  Violent  crimes  have  been  very  constant  over  time,  while 
the  proportion  of  property  crimes  has  decreased  somewhat  (52.5%  in 
1984-96  to  47.4%  in  1990-91).  The  number  and  proportion  of  drug 
crimes  doubled  over  time  and  the  Combo  sentences  decreased  somewhat 
over  time  (see  Table  63) . 

Table  63 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
All  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

25.1 

24.9 

24.9 

Property 

52.5 

50.9 

47.4 

Drug 

6.3 

7.8 

12.8 

Combo 

16.2 

16.5 

14.8 

Cases 

1357 

1596 

1187 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  square  =  38.35,   p  =  .001 

B.  Females  Only 

When  crime  type  was  examined  separately  for  females  and  males, 
contrasting  statistically  significant  results  were  found.  For 
females  there  was  no  significant  relationship  between  type  of  Crime 
and  Fiscal  Year.  The  results  are  consistent  for  Fiscal  Year,  both 
individually  and  for  when  years  are  combined  into  several  year 
groupings  for  females  (See  Tables  64  and  65) .  Non-significant 
(statistical  non-significance)  for  women  was  due  to  a  smaller 
number  of  cases.  Actual  trends  in  the  proportion  of  Crime  type  by 
Fiscal  Year  of  admittance  for  males  and  females  were  similar. 
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Table  64 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

14.3 

9.7 

22.6 

14.3 

19.4 

13.6 

6.1 

9.8 

Property 

61.9 

54.8 

54.8 

60.7 

61.1 

50.0 

65.3 

58.5 

Drug 

4.8 

19.4 

12.9 

14.3 

11.1 

20.5 

22.4 

17.1 

Combo 

19.0 

16.1 

9.7 

10.7 

8.3 

15.9 

6.1 

14.6 

Cases 

21 

31 

31 

28 

36 

44 

49 

41 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   218 


Chi  square  =15.3,   p  =  .81 


Table  65 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

15.7 

15.7 

7.8 

Property 

56.6 

56.5 

62.2 

Drug 

13.3 

15.7 

20.0 

Combo 

14.5 

12.0 

10.0 

Cases 

83 

108 

90      1 

Numbers  are  p 

ercents   C 

hi  square 

=  5.2,   p 

=  .517,  N  =  282 


C.  Males  Only 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and  Crime 
type  (p  =  .001)  for  males  (see  Tables  66  and  67  below).  The 
proportion  of  prisoners  admitted  for  Violent  crimes  has  been  very 
constant  over  time,  while  the  proportion  of  those  sentenced  for 
property  crimes  has  decreased  somewhat.  The  number  and  proportion 
of  persons  admitted  for  drug  crimes  have  doubled  over  time. 
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Table  66 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984 

1985 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

25.6 

25.3 

26.1 

27.1 

26.5 

23.4 

28.4 

24.4 

Property 

52.1 

54.3 

50.2 

51.5 

49.6 

50.4 

42.9 

49.3 

Drug 

5.5 

4.1 

7.6 

5.7 

5.3 

10.1 

14.3 

10.2 

Combo 

16.8 

16.2 

16.1 

15.8 

18.7 

16.1 

14.3 

16.1 

Cases 

399 

438 

436 

476 

476 

534 

531 

566 

Number  of  cases   3856 


Chi  sc[uare  =  65.6,   p  =  .001 


Table  67 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Prisoners 


Crime 

1984-86 

1987-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

25.7 

25.6 

26.3 

Property 

52.2 

50.5 

46.2 

Drug 

5.7 

7.1 

12.2 

Combo 

16.3 

16.8 

15.2 

Cases 

1273 

1486 

1097 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  square  =39.02,   p  =  .001 

16.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SEX  AND  TYPE  OF  CRIME:  PRISON 

There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  Crime  type 
(p  <  .001).  Females  were  less  likely  to  be  in  the  Violent  and 
Combination  Crime  (sentence)  categories  than  they  were  in  the 
Property  and  Drug  Crime  categories  (see  Table  68)  .  Males  were 
found  to  have  greater  representation  in  the  Violent  and  Combo  Crime 
categories. 
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Table  68 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Sex 
Prisoners 


Crime  Type 

Males 

Females 

Violent 

25.8 

13.2 

Property 

49.8 

58.4 

Drug 

8.1 

16.3 

Combo 

16.2 

12.1 

Cases 

3856 

281      1 

Nximbers  are  percents 
Number  of  Cases       chi  square  =43.92,   p  <  .001 

17.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  RACE  AND  TYPE  OF  CRIME:  PRISON 

The  proportion  of  persons  admitted  for  Violent  crimes  was  quite 
consistent  among  the  race  categories.  Others  had  much  fewer 
(38.2%)  persons  represented  in  the  property  crime  category  than  did 
Whites  (51.0%)  or  Native  Americans  (52.8%).  The  opposite  was  true 
for  Drug  crimes,  as  the  Other  group  had  a  higher  proportion  (13.5%) 
than  did  Whites  (8.8%)  or  Native  American  (6.2%).  The  Other  group 
also  had  the  a  higher  (21.7%)  proportion  in  the  Combo  Crimes 
category  than  did  Whites  (15.4%)  or  Native  Americans  (16.1%).  See 
Table  69  below. 

Table  69 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Race 
Prisoners 


Crime  Type 

Whites 

Nat  Am 

Others 

Violent 

24.8 

25.0 

26.6 

Property 

51.0 

52.8 

38.2 

Drug 

8.8 

6.2 

13.5 

Combo 

15.4 

16.1 

21.7 

Number  of  Cases     3240       633 
Chi  square  =27.0,   p  =  .001 


267 
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There  was  little  difference  between  the  proportion  of  Whites  and 
Native  Americans  in  regard  to  Crime  Type  (p  =  .172). 

Table  70 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Race 
Prisoners 


Crime  Type 

Whites 

Nat  Am 

Violent 

24.8 

25.0 

Property 

51.0 

52.8 

Drug 

8.8 

6.2 

Combo 

15.4 

16.1 

Number  of  Cases 


3240 


633 


Chi  square  =  5.0,  p  =  .172 


18.  COMPARISON  OF  RACE/ETHNIC  CATEGORIES  BY  SEX:  PAROLE 

There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  proportion  of 
parolees  by  race  and  sex  (p  =  .24,  .19)  for  those  placed  on  parole 
during  1986-91.  Dropping  the  "Other"  category  did  not  change  the 
significance  of  the  model  (see  Table  71) .  This  was  also  true  (non- 
significant results)  after  race  was  considered  by  three  categories 
(Table  72)  and  Whites  compared  to  Native  Americans  (Table  73) . 


Table  71 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

9.6 

10.0 

9.8 

0 

2.3 

15.4 

9.3 

Male 

90.4 

90.0 

90.2 

100 

97.7 

84.6 

90.7 

Cases 

1390 

249 

61 

33 

43 

13 

1789 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =6.7,   p  =  .24 
After  Dropping  "Other"   =6.2,   p  =  . 19 


Table  72 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

9.6 

10.0 

6.0 

Male 

90.4 

90.0 

94.0 

Cases 

1390 

249 

150 

Numbers  are  Percent   Chi  Square  =2.2,   p  =  .33 
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Table  73 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

9.6 

10.0 

Male 

90.4 

90.0 

Cases 

1390 

249 

Numbers  are  Percents   Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .91 


19.  COMPARISON  OF  RACE/ETHNIC  CATEGORIES  BY  SEX:  PROBATION 

There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  the  racial  and 
gender  composition  (p  =  .48)  of  those  placed  on  probation  from 
1986-91  (see  Table  74) .  The  results  were  the  same  (non- 
significant) after  race  was  considered  by  three  categories  (Table 
75)  and  when  Whites  were  compared  to  Native  Americans  (Table  76) . 


Table  74 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/O 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

16.3 

18.1 

15.6 

10.8 

18.3 

14.3 

16.5 

Male 

83.7 

81.9 

84.4 

89.2 

81.7 

85.7 

83.5 

Cases 

6848 

1117 

147 

83 

82 

35 

8312 

Numbers  are  Percents   Chi  Square  =  4.5,   p  =  .48 


Table  75 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation 




Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

16.3 

18.1 

15.0 

Male 

83.7 

81.9 

85.0 

Cases 



6848 

1117 

347 

Numbers  are  Percents    Chi  Square  =2.7,   p  =  .25 
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Table  76 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

16.3 

18.1 

Male 

83.7 

81.9 

Cases 

6848 

1117 

Numbers  are  Percents    Chi  Square  =2.1,   p  =  .148 

20.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  RACE:  PAROLE 

There  was  not  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and  race 
for  those  paroled  from  1986  to  1991.  The  results  were  the  same 
(non-significant)  regardless  of  how  the  Fiscal  Years  or  race  were 
categorized  (see  Tables  77  through  82) . 

Table  77 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

76.9 

75.6 

78.8 

78.6 

78.6 

77.2 

NA 

14.0 

15.9 

12.6 

12.8 

12.9 

15.2 

Hispan 

2.2 

5.3 

2.9 

1.7 

4.0 

3.7 

Black 

2.7 

.7 

2.2 

2.1 

2.7 

.8 

NA/0 

2.7 

2.5 

3.2 

3.4 

.7 

2.5 

Others 

1.6 

0 

.4 

1.4 

.7 

.6 

Numbers  are  percents 
N  =  1795 


Chi  square  =29.3,   p  =  .25 


Table  78 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

76.9 

75.6 

78.8 

78.6 

78.9 

77.2 

NA 

14.0 

15.9 

12.6 

12.8 

12.9 

15.2 

Others 

9.1 

8.5 

8.6 

8.6 

8.2 

7.6 

Numbers  are  percents 

N  =  1795  Chi  square  =2.9,   p  =  .983 
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Table  79 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

84.6 

82.6 

86.2 

86.0 

85.9 

83.5 

NA 

15.4 

17.4 

13.8 

14.0 

14.1 

16.5 

Numbers  are  percents 


Chi  square  =2.4,   p  =  .78 


Table  80 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

76.1 

78.7 

78.1 

NA 

15.1 

12.7 

14.0 

Hispan 

4.1 

2.3 

3.8 

Black 

1.5 

2.1 

1.8 

NA/0 

2.6 

3.3 

1.6 

Others 

.6 

.9 

.7 

Cases 

469 

568 

758 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  square  =  9.5,  p  =  .48 


Table  81 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

76.1 

78.7 

78.1 

NA 

15.1 

12.7 

14.0 

Others 

8.7 

8.6 

7.9 

Cases 

469 

568 

758 

'lumbers  are  p 

ercents 

Chi  square 

=  1.7,   p 
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Table  82 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

83.4 

86.1 

84.8 

NA 

16.6 

13.9 

15.2 

Cases 

428 

519 

698 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  square  =1.3,   p  =  .51 

21.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  RACE:  PROBATION 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  year  and 
race  for  those  placed  on  probation  from  1986  to  1991.  This  was 
found  to  be  consistent  no  matter  how  the  Fiscal  Years  or  race  were 
categorized  (see  Tables  83  through  88) . 

Table  83 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Parole 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

84.0 

81.1 

84.2 

80.8 

82.8 

81.6 

NA 

12.2 

14.8 

11.6 

14.8 

13.2 

13.9 

Hispan 

1.9 

1.5 

1.5 

2.3 

1.6 

1.8 

Black 

1.0 

1.0 

1.0 

1.0 

1.1 

.9 

NA/0 

.5 

1.2 

1.0 

.9 

1.1 

1.1 

Others 

.3 

.4 

.6 

.3 

.2 

.6 

Chi  square  =22.9,   p  =  .58 


Numbers  are  percents 
N  =  8351 

Table  84 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Probation 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

84.0 

81.1 

84.2 

80.8 

82.8 

81.6 

NA 

12.2 

14.8 

11.6 

14.8 

13.2 

13.9 

Others 

3.8 

4.1 

4.2 

4.4 

4.0 

4.5 

Numbers  are  percents 
N  =  8351 


Chi  square  =11.4,   p  =  .33 
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Table  85 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Probation 


Race 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

White 

87.3 

84.5 

87.9 

84.5 

86.3 

85.4 

NA 

12.7 

15.4 

12.1 

15.5 

13.7 

14.6 

Nvunbers   are  percents 
N  =   8004 


Chi  square  =15.1,   p  =  .13 


Table  86 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Probation 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

82.6 

82.4 

82.2 

NA 

13.5 

13.3 

13.6 

Hispan 

1.7 

1.9 

1.7 

Black 

1.0 

1.0 

1.0 

NA/0 

.9 

1.0 

1.1 

Others 

.4 

.4 

.4 

Cases 

2402 

2711 

3238 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  square  =1.3,   p  =  .99 


Table  87 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Probation 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

82.6 

82.4 

82.2 

NA 

13.5 

13.3 

13.6 

Others 

4.0 

4.3 

4.2 

Cases 

2402 

2711 

3238 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  square  =  .54,   p  =  .97 
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Table  88 
Percent  Fiscal  Year  by  Race 
Probation 


Race 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

White 

86.0 

86.1 

85.8 

NA 

14.0 

13.9 

14.2 

Cases 

2307 

2594 

3101 



Numbers  are  percents 

Chi  square 

=  -09,   p 

22.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  TYPE  OF  CRIME:  PAROLE 

A.  Males  Only 

There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and  Crime 
type  for  males  p  =  .0002  (Table  89)  and  p  =  .001  (Table  90).  The 
number  of  persons  placed  on  parole  have  been  generally  increasing 
over  time.  Those  paroled  for  drug  crimes  increased  by  nearly  100% 
between  1986  and  1991  (see  Tables  89  and  90) . 

Table  89 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Only:  Parole 


Crime 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

18.9 

24.6 

25.0 

27.8 

17.4 

17.5 

Property 

55.4 

53.4 

53.0 

52.2 

54.1 

53.8 

Drug 

8.8 

7.6 

6.4 

6.7 

14.8 

17.2 

Combo 

16.9 

14.4 

15.7 

13.3 

13.7 

11.6 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   1522 


Chi  square  =42.8,   p  =  .0002 


Those  paroled  for  drugs  increased  by  nearly  100%  between  1986  and 
1991.  There  was  a  decrease  in  the  nvimber  of  persons  paroled  who 
were  sentenced  to  violent  crimes  (see  Table  90) .  There  was  also  a 
decrease  in  the  number  of  persons  paroled  for  Combo  Crimes. 
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Table  90 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Only:  Parole  


Crime 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

22.4 

26.5 

17.5 

Property 

54.2 

52.5 

53.9 

Drug 

8.1 

6.5 

15.9 

Combo 

15.4 

14.5 

12.7 

Cases 

384 

491 

647 

Numbers  are  percents 
B.  Females  Only 


Chi  square  =38.6,   p  =  .001 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and 
Crime  type  for  females  parolees  (p  =  .96,  .41),  indicating  no 
significant  trends.   See  Tables  91  and  92. 

Table  91 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Only:  Parole 


Crime 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

16.7 

13.0 

13.6 

14.3 

7.1 

8.8 

Property 

50.0 

56.5 

68.2 

61.9 

59.5 

58.8 

Drug 

16.7 

17.4 

18.2 

19.0 

19.0 

17.6 

Combo 

16.7 

13.0 

0 

4.8 

14.3 

14.7 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   160 


Chi  square  =6.8,   p  =  .96 


Table  92 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Only:  Parole 


Crime 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

14.6 

14.0 

7.9 

Property 

53.7 

65.1 

59.2 

Drug 

17.1 

18.6 

18.4 

Combo 

14.6 

2.3 

14.5 

Cases 

41 

43 

76 

(lumbers  are  percents   Chi  square  =   6.1,   p  =  .41 


23.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FISCAL  YEAR  AND  TYPE  OF  CRIME: 
A.  Males  Only 


58 
PROBATION 


There  was  a  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and  Crime 
type  for  males  (p  =  .001)  placed  on  probation.  The  number  of 
persons  placed  on  probation  have  been  generally  increasing  over 
time.  Those  placed  on  probation  for  drugs  crimes  increased  by 
nearly  100%  between  1986  and  1991  (see  Tables  93  and  94) . 

Table  93 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Only:  Probation 


Crime 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

21.5 

18.8 

21.6 

20.2 

19.0 

16.6 

Property 

56.5 

60.1 

57.0 

55.7 

54.6 

55.7 

Drug 

13.8 

11.2 

14.3 

16.5 

17.4 

20.0 

Combo 

8.2 

9.9 

7.1 

7.6 

9.0 

7.8 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   6274 


Chi  square  =51.5,   p  =  .001 


Those  placed  on  probation  for  drugs  increased  by  nearly  100% 
between  1986  and  1991.  There  was  a  decrease  in  the  proportion  of 
persons  placed  on  probation  who  were  sentenced  to  violent  crimes. 
There  was  also  a  decrease  in  the  proportion  of  persons  paroled  for 
Combo  Crimes  (see  Table  94) . 

Table  94 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Males  Only:  Probation 


Crime 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

20.1 

20.9 

17.7 

Property 

58.3 

56.3 

55.2 

Drug 

12.5 

15.4 

18.7 

Combo 

9.1 

7.4 

8.4 

1  Cases 

1840 

2047 

2387 

Numbers  are  percents 
B.  Females  Only 


Chi  square  =37.2,   p  =  .001 


There  was  not  significant  relationship  between  Fiscal  Year  and 
Crime  type  for  females  placed  on  probation  between  1986  and  1991 
(p  =  .17,  .24).   See  Tables  95  and  96. 
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Table  95 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Only:  Probation 


Crime 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

Violent 

9.9 

5.7 

6.3 

5.7 

10.4 

5.8 

Property 

65.8 

60.8 

64.2 

60.1 

63.0 

63.1 

Drug 

19.1 

26.7 

25.0 

25.9 

23.7 

27.4 

Combo 

5.3 

6.8 

4.5 

8.3 

3.0 

3.7 

Numbers  are  percents 
Number  of  cases   1243 


Chi  square  =20.1,   p  =  .17 


Table  96 
Percent  Crime  Type  by  Fiscal  Year 
Females  Only:  Probation 


Crime 

1986-87 

1988-89 

1990-91 

Violent 

7.6 

5.9 

8.2 

Property 

63.1 

61.9 

63.0 

Drug 

23.2 

25.5 

25.4 

Combo 

6.1 

6.7 

3.3 

Cases 

328 

404 

511 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  square  =  7.9,   p  =  .24 

24.  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SEX  AND  RACE  BY  YEARS 

A.  1984-1986:  Prison 
There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  race  for 
those  admitted  to  the  State  Penitentiary  from  1984  to  1991.  This 
was  found  to  be  consistent  (non-significant)  no  matter  how  race  was 
categorized  or  for  what  years  (1984-86,  1987-89,  1990-91) .  See 
Tables  97  through  105. 

Table  97 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1984-86 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/O 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

6.2 

5.7 

2.9 

0 

2.9 

25.0 

5.9 

Male 

93.8 

94.3 

97.1 

100 

97.1 

75.0 

94.1 

Cases 

1107 

229 

35 

19 

34 

4 

1429 

Numbers  are  percents 


Chi  Square  =5.2,   p  =  .52 
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Table  98 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1984-86 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

6.2 

5.7 

3.3 

Male 

93.8 

94.3 

96.7 

Cases 

1107 

229 

92 

Numbers  are  per cents   Chi  Square  =  1.4,   p  =  .70 

Table  99 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1984-86 


— = — ' — = = 

Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

6.2 

5.7 

Male 

93.8 

94.3 

Cases 

1107 

229 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  1.4, 

B.  1987-89:  Prison 

Table  100 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1987-89 


p  =  .70 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

7.0 

7.3 

12.2 

0 

2.3 

0 

6.9 

Male 

93.0 

92.7 

87.8 

100 

97.7 

100 

93.1 

Cases 

1264 

246 

49 

27 

44 

3 

1633 

Numbers  are  percents 


Chi  Square  =5.9,   p  =  .31 


Table  101 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1987-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

7.0 

7.3 

5.7 

Male 

93.0 

92.7 

94.3 

Cases 

1264 

246 

123 

Numbers  are  percents  Chi  Square  =  .35,   p  =  .84 
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Table  102 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1987-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

7.0 

7.3 

Male 

93.0 

92.7 

Cases 

1264 

246 

Numbers  are  per cents  Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .95 

C.  1990-91:  Prison 

Table  103 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

8.0 

8.8 

0 

0 

6.3 

16.7 

7.8 

Male 

92.0 

91.2 

100 

100 

93.8 

83.3 

92.2 

Cases 

966 

182 

28 

16 

16 

6 

1214 

Numbers  are 

percent 

s    Chi 

Square 

=  4.7, 

P  =  • 

45 

Table  104 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

8.0 

8.8 

3.0 

Male 

92.0 

91.2 

97.0 

Cases 

966 

182 

66 

Numbers  are 

percents 

Chi  Square 

=  2.4, 

P 

Table  105 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Prison:  1990-91 


1  Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

8.0 

8.8 

Male 

92.0 

91.2 

Cases 

966 

182 

=  .31 


Numbers  are  percents  Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  .82 
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D.  1986-87  Parole 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  race  for 
those  placed  on  parole  from  1986  to  1991.  The  results  were  the 
same  (non-significant)  for  all  years  and  for  all  groupings  by  race 
(see  Tables  106  through  114) . 

Table  106 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

9.1 

9.1 

9.1 

0 

0 

33.3 

8.9 

Male 

90.9 

90.9 

90.9 

100 

100 

66.7 

91.1 

Cases 

407 

77 

22 

7 

12 

3 

528   1 

NumJDers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  4.1,   p  =  .  54 

Table  107 

Percent  Race  by  Sex 

Parole:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

9.1 

9.1 

6.8 

Male 

90.9 

90.9 

93.2 

Cases 

407 

77 

44 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  .25,   p  =  .88 

Table  108 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

9.1 

9.1 

Male 

90.9 

90.9 

Cases 

407 

77 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =0.0,   p  =  1 . 0 
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1988-89  Parole 


Table  109 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1988-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

8.6 

6.4 

0 

0 

5.3 

0 

7.8 

Male 

91.4 

93.6 

100 

100 

94.7 

100 

92.2 

Cases 

524 

78 

16 

12 

19 

5 

654 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  Square  =3.6,   p  =  .6047 

Table  110 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1988-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

8.6 

6.4 

1.9 

Male 

91.4 

93.6 

98.1 

Cases 

524 

78 

52 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =3.2,   p  =  .21 

Table  111 

Percent  Race  by  Sex 

Parole:  1988-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

8.6 

6.4 

Male 

91.4 

93.6 

Cases 

524 

78 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  .19,   p  =  .67 

F.  1990-91:  Parole 

Table  112 

Percent  Race  by  Sex 

Parole:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

9.5 

12.7 

12.9 

0 

0 

16.7 

9.8 

Male 

90.5 

87.3 

87.1 

100 

100 

83.3 

90.2 

Cases 

674 

118 

31 

15 

12 

6 

856 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  Square  =4.8,   p  =  .44 
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Table  113 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

9.5 

12.7 

7.8 

Male 

90.5 

87.3 

92.2 

Cases 

674 

118 

64 

Numbers  are  per cents   Chi  Square  =1.4,   p  =  .48 

Table  114 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Parole:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

9.5 

12.7 

Male 

90.5 

87.3 

cases 

674 

118 

Numbers  are  percents   chi  square 
G.  1986-87:  Probation 


=  .83,   p  =  .36 


There  was  not  a  significant  relationship  between  sex  and  race  for 
those  placed  on  probation  from  1986  to  1991.  This  was  found  to  be 
true  for  all  years  no  matter  how  race  was  categorized  (see  Tables 
115  through  123) . 

Table  115 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

14.6 

18.2 

14.6 

12.5 

23.8 

11.1 

15.2 

Male 

85.4 

81.8 

85.4 

87.5 

76.2 

88.9 

84.8 

Cases 

1974 

324 

41 

24 

21 

9 

2393 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  Square  =4.2,   p  =  .52 
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Table  116 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

14.6 

18.2 

15.8 

Male 

85.4 

81.8 

84.2 

Cases 

1974 

324 

95 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =2.8,   p  =  .248 

Table  117 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1986-87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

14.6 

18.2 

Male 

85.4 

81.8 

Cases 

1974 

324 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  Square  =2.57   p 

H.  1988-89:  Probation 

Table  118 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1988-89 


=  .11 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

16.2 

16.7 

15.7 

11.1 

7.7 

16.7 

16.1 

Male 

83.8 

83.3 

84.3 

88.9 

92.3 

83.3 

83.9 

Cases 

2226 

359 

51 

27 

26 

12 

2701 

Numbers  are 


percents 


Chi  Square  =1.98   p  =  .85 


Table  119 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1988-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

16.2 

16.7 

12.9 

Male 

83.8 

83.3 

87.1 

Cases 

2226 

359 

116 

Numbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  .97,   p  =  .62 
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Table  120 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1988-89 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

16.2 

16.7 

Male 

83.8 

83.3 

Cases 

2226 

359 

' 

Niimbers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  .03, 

I.  1990-91:  probation 

Table  121 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1990-91 


p  =  .87 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Hisp 

Black 

NA/0 

Other 

TOTAL 

Female 

17.7 

19.1 

16.4 

9.4 

22.9 

14.3 

17.9 

Male 

82.3 

80.9 

83.6 

90.6 

77.1 

85.7 

82.1 

Cases 

2648 

434 

55 

32 

35 

14 

3218 

Niimbers  are  percents 


Chi  Square  =2.9,   p  =  .72 


Table  122 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Others 

Female 

17.7 

19.1 

16.2 

Male 

82.3 

80.9 

83.8 

Cases 

2648 

434 

136    1 

Numbers  are  percents    Chi  Square  =  .76,   p  =  . 68 

Table  123 
Percent  Race  by  Sex 
Probation:  1990-91 


Gender 

White 

NA 

Female 

17.7 

19.1 

Male 

82.3 

80.9 

Cases 

2648 

434 

Niombers  are  percents   Chi  Square  =  .41,   p  =  .52 


i 


